Globalization has an impact on the socio-economic development of any country. One of the major problems of the interdependent world community is not the cooperation of various socio-economic systems, but the interaction of the multilevel economic structures characterized both by the extent of development and the degree of involvement into the world differentiation of labour and the world economy. As V. Bandurin precisely notes, "state borders gradually lose their value, become more transparent and provide more opportunities for the freedom of movement of all types of resources".
Prior to considering the system of indicators, which to this or that extent determine the socioeconomic development of the country, let us turn to the European experience of the socio-economic development.
F. Wishlade (Biiakov, 2004) considers the following criteria of the socio-economic development: in France these are geographic criteria (mountain and field haloes), as well as the urbanization degree; in Germany they consider the supply of the infrastructure; in Sweden these criteria include the climate, the distance from the world market, the size of the local labour market and the density of population; in Great Britain they take into consideration the periphery and the density of the population. J. Galbraith notes that the challenges of the socio-economic development of the country are due to the fact that "the greatest single danger right now is in Russia, a catastrophic example of the failure of free market doctrine. Privatization and deregulation in Russia did not create efficient and competitive markets, but instead large and pernicious private monopolists, the oligarchs and the mafiosi" (Ekonomicheskaia…, 1976) .
Given the fact that the socio-economic development is a multi-faceted concept, the indicators that reflect this development should be studied using a systematic approach.
N. Fedorenko understands under the systematic approach to the study of economic phenomena, "a comprehensive study of the economy as a whole from the standpoint of the system analysis"
. L. Lopatnikov who believes that
the systematic approach to the study of objects consisting of interconnected elements, clarifies the given concept as follows, "... it means taking into account these relationships, the study of certain economic units as the structural parts of more complex systems" (Fedorenko, 1975) .
The most complete definition of the concept of the system is given by V. Tiukhtin. He understands the system as "a set of interrelated components of a different nature that are ordered by relationships and have well-defined properties: this set is characterized by unity, which is expressed in the integrated features and functions of the set"
2 . "The concept of the socio-economic system as an artificial object is defined by B. Tsygichko, "the socioeconomic system refers to the class of artificial, organizational systems, i.e. organizations established and managed by people, where people make up the main determining component" (Galbraith) .
I. Syroezhin draws attention to the properties common only for economic systems.
In particular, such peculiar features include: a wide variety of resources consumed by the system and manufactured products (services), which tend to continuously increase; purposeful nature of the system as a whole and its separate units; complicated distinction between the managing and managed systems; impossibility of an automatic transfer of the evaluation criteria of the system to evaluate its structural elements; necessity to take into account economic interests and economic involvement, etc. (Illarionov, 1996) .
The main feature of the economic system is a purposeful behaviour of any of its elements, when the connection of elements in the system is complemented by their indivisibility and intercorrelativity.
The variety of forms and methods to study the socio-economic development highlights that it is impossible to reflect this development by one or several indicators. If you try to take one indicator as a criterion, even quite aptly characterizing the success of the socio-economic development, for example, only GDP or the profits of the country's companies, the problems do not go away.
Therefore, neither a value indicator, no a physical indicator of the economic performance cannot claim to be a comprehensive evaluation criterion. Nevertheless, some economists believe that "it is the pace of the economic growth, the rate at which the GDP increases that reflects the level of efficiency of the national economy" (Lopatnikov, 1996) .
The present study proposes to apply the method of studying the dynamics of the socio- The evaluation of the socio-economic development efficiency that we propose can be applied more widely and not be limited to a specific set of indicators. The approach to the study using the dynamic standard was proposed by I.M. Syroezhin (Syroezhin, 1980) Using the dynamic model, it is possible to find out the dynamics of the socio-economic development; the auxiliary processes of the socio-economic development; the indirect processes of the socio-economic development; the processes impeding the socioeconomic development. We propose a process methodological approach, which lies in considering the socioeconomic phenomena as processes that interact with each other.
The socio-economic development is the result of a parallel coordination of economic and social interests of many economic entities that are associated with a variety of subjects.
This overall process is presented as a set of particular processes realized by socio-economic entities through their business activities.
The efficiency of the socio-economic development depends on the systematized functioning of all particular processes.
Evaluation of the efficiency of the socioeconomic development should take into account the priority areas of both economic and social development. For example, the Russian Federation sets its strategic goals as follows, "… to achieve the level of the economic and social development corresponding to the status of Russia as a leading world power of the 21 st century that takes the leading positions in the global economic competition and ensures national security and implementation of the constitutional rights of its citizens".
We propose to classify particular processes forming the overall socio-economic development by the following systems:
1. The system of the main processes forming the kernel of the socio-economic development.
2. The system of the auxiliary processes supporting the system of the main processes.
3. The system of the processes indirectly connected with the socio-economic development that fulfills the functions of social security.
4. The system of the processes impeding the socio-economic development.
The systematic approach to the analysis of the socio-economic development is a tool that allows to solve various management problems successfully, whereas understanding all processes of the economic entity as an integrated system allows to evaluate the effectiveness of this development from the methodological perspective. The systematic approach involves the use of a number of general methodological provisions for the study of systems. First of all, let us determine the criteria for evaluating the efficiency of the socio-economic development.
Thus, as it has been previously determined, the socio-economic development can be investigated with the help of two types of criteria: static and dynamic. The static criterion is applied everywhere during the formation of statistical indicators for the socio-economic development, but the static criterion is not quite informative.
The dynamic criterion reflects the development of the system of processes. It displays the state that the system of processes pursues.
The model of the socio-economic Anything that is not a product or a service, are not included in GDP. The value of GDP does not include the payments that are not made in exchange for goods and services. Such payments include transfer payments and non-productive (financial) transactions.
The notion of "products made in the country with the help of both national and international factors of production" is important to understand the difference between GDP and GNP. GDP is the total market value of all final goods and services produced in the country involving both national and international factors of production; in this case it is only territorial factor that is important.
In most developed countries, the difference between GNP and GDP does not exceed 1%, The value of the export in the development of The export is connected with GDP and foreign investment. The higher GDP, the more goods are produced in Russia, which affects the scope of the export, which is also produced in Russia.
The increase in the export affects the scope of foreign investment since investors are interested in supplying quality products to other countries.
Let us rank the system of indicators that characterize the main processes of the socioeconomic development of the country by the degree of correlation between them (Table 1) . Therefore, the system of these indicators is given in Table 3 . (Table 5) .
It should be noted that the system of indicators included into each process can vary depending on the purpose of research, the researcher's preferences and the specificity of the object being studied. We have proposed 12 indicators that are directly connected with each other and with the socio-economic development of the country. 
where Me is the temporal series median; X max , X min are the maximal and the minimal members of the series.
The advantage of the present approach is the decrease of total transformation error. The research (Syroezhin, 1980) has shown that the error of median smoothing is around 4%, for (Tsygichko, 1991) Figure 3 -Reference order of the indicators' acceleration (Tsygichko, 1991) The advantage of the present approach is the decrease of total transformation error. The research (Syroezhin, 1980) has shown that the error of median smoothing is around 4%, for moving average smoothing this rate is 8%, and for exponential smoothing it is 11%. At the growth rate calculation, median smoothing provides easy calculation of all the indices, as the transformed temporal series has no zero or negative components at the absolute coincidence between the present trend and the initial one. At the third stage of the model development it is necessary to make up the actual rank series of the indicators' movement. It requires the following actions: to calculate the indicators' growth rate; calculate the acceleration of the indicator's value changes; rank the indicators in the descending order according to the acceleration of their movement.
Therefore, rank one is given to the indicator with the greatest acceleration, and the last rank is given to the one with the lowest acceleration. 
where Y i is the difference between the rank of the i-th index in the criterion and the actual sequences; X k is the indictor's rank in the criterion sequence;
X i is the indicator's rank in the actual sequence.
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where T is the number of time periods; R is the final assessment indicator calculated according to Formula 6. The better the socio-economic development ,
where T is the number of time periods; R is the final assessment indicator calculated according to Formula 6. The better the socioeconomic development processes in the country are coordinated, the greater the L value is (maximum L = 1, minimum L = 0). Therefore, the quantitative efficiency assessment of socioeconomic development is formed. After this it is required to add qualitative assessment to make a conclusion on the strong and weak points of the socio-economic development.
The input data of such assessment is the Table 6 .
Having calculated the mean acceleration values for each of the four blocks, we make up (1 K ) (1 K ) R 4
The final assessment demonstrates how much the character of changes in the system links' structure corresponds to the selected assessment criterion. In other words, we can say that this indicator is used for evaluating the efficiency of the strategic decisions under the given criterion. The indicator varies from 0 to +1. +1 stands for the complete concordance of changes in the system links' structure with the given criterion, and 0 means complete discordance between the system changes and the selected criterion. The segment P K limited by the time interval (t 1 , t k ) reflects the situation when at any moment the potential of the country is fully employed. The segment limited by the polyline and the curve within the time interval (t 1 , t k ) reflects the actual assessment of the socio-economic development efficiency. 0 t 1 t 2 t 3 t i t К Figure 4 . Geometrical interpretation of the socio-economic development efficiency.
The value of this level can be assessed as a proportion of the areas of the second and the first sectors. Assuming that R K = 1, the following simple formula is presented: P P К the matrix (Table 8) to point out the weak (the least efficient) and the strong (the most efficient)
indicators of the socio-economic development.
The changes of the values shown in Table 8 
where K 1 is the factor of correlation between the main and auxiliary processes' development rates; K 2 is the factor of correlation between the main and indirect processes' development rates; K 3 is the factor of correlation between the development rates of the main processes and the processes impeding socio-economic development.
Therefore, the synchrony and mathematic statistics provide an opportunity to obtain the most accurate data on the socio-economic At all the studied phases of the socioeconomic development life cycle the main processes of a country act as a buffer smoothing the contradictions caused by such development.
We refer to a variant of the socio-economic development as to a perfect one if the greatest acceleration value is that of the individual processes included into the main processes block, and the lowest acceleration value is that of the processes impeding socio-economic development. In other words, the aggregate socio- processes making a negative impact on the socio-economic deve show the lowest acceleration rate.
It can be graphically presented as follows ( Figure 5 ). (Tables 12 and 13) . From the information presented in Table 12 we can conclude that in the If the values of coefficients are negative, it means that the selected system of the socio-economic Table 11 . Ranking of the acceleration indicatros in the common time series for period 1 (1994) (1995) (1996) (1997) (1998) (1999) (2000) (2001) (2002) (2003) . 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 development administration causes the deviation of its structure from the perfect scenario on the given criterion and the decrease of the efficiency of such development. Together with that, it may mean a significant influence on the system of external factors that cannot be handled with its self-regulation mechanism (such as the crisis of 1998).
No. Actual indicator's dynamics
The results presented in Table 13 show It means that there was some decrease in the efficiency of socio-economic development that took place in these years. The challenges were faced in the years 2006 and 2009, and 2011-2012 were the years of recovery of the long-lasting The better the socio-economic development processes of the country are coordinated, the larger L value is (maximum L = 1, minimum L = 0). The obtained data Table 7 . For this purpose, the indicators' rank shall be presented within the framework of a certain block for the two periods (Tables 14 and 15 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 А1 2  3  2  3  1  1  3  2  3  3  1   А2  3  2  1  2  3  3  2  1  1  2  2   А3  1  1  3  1  2  2  1  3  2  1  3   В1  2  1  3  2  3  3  2  1  3  2  1   В2  3  3  1  3  1  1  3  2  2  1  2   В3  1  2  2  1  2  2  1  3  1  3  3   С1  1  1  3  3  2  1  3  2  3  1  1   С2  2  2  1  2  3  2  2  1  1  2  2   С3  3  3  2  1  1  3  1  3  2  3  3   D1  3  1  3  3  1  1  3  2  3  1  1   D2  1  3  2  1  3  3  2  3  1  2  2   D3  2  2  1  2  2  2  1  1  2  3 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 (Tables 23 and 24 ).
The changes of values shown in Tables 23   and 24 with provision for the criterion attribute can be used to trace the transformation process of the socio-economic development system and to make conclusions on the reasons that cause such transformation.
To do the qualitative assessment of the transformation process, let us calculate the The synchrony level is determined with Formula 3.9. [1994] [1995] [1996] [1997] [1998] [1999] [2000] [2001] [2002] [2003] .
Nevertheless, the value is still positive, therefore, the quality of the socio-economic development of Russia can be assessed as synchronous. (Table 27 ).
Let us study the typology of actual socioeconomic development of Russia in period 1 (Table 28) .
In Table 28 , we can see that the perfect socio-economic development was observed in the year 2003. That year showed some stable growth of the socio-economic indicators of Russia.
Let us study the typology of actual socioeconomic development of Russia in period 2 (Table 29) .
In Let us make Table 30 for the two periods indicating the types of socio-economic development of each year of the period.
The results presented in Table 30 In the present research the version SPSS 17.0 was used
